
F&ruary 20, 1974 

Mr8. htty Btaa St8vick 
ch8ir8um 
Eealth Task Craup 
Arlington Branch 
Aaaricul A88ociation of milM8ity worara 
Arlington, Virginia 

Ikrr Mr8. Stevick, 

Thnuk you for your letter of February 14th. 

Thm position I have taken on tha D8~aney Awndmt is that, for 
chr the being, ft8 practiml advaatagrr a8 a deter-t to the introduction 
of poteatially dm8rou8 additive8 far outuri#u~ tha tedmfcd critici8m8 
that can be lodged agrinet it. The 8tatem8nt th8t wa8 quoted in your 
latter from the rub-ittsr huariagr is perhaps bariwd from tb8 bingu8gs 
of my talk at the Forw, a few page8 of wbtih are enclosed. but i8 un- 
fartunatsly nieceptible to bain~ rud out of context. A8 you will 888 
from my reimrk8 about cylaamat88, I ?mm for a long tiam triad to in- 
crea8e public vQilanco I;bwt food additivmt; however, I have al80 belie-d 
it +smntial that we develop the technical ineight that i8 required to 
julrtify long-r8riS6 policy on eurefu& msaoured, qumtitative comsideratiaas. 
It is clear that a greet maay conpound barn the potential of some low 
l-1 of carcinogenic eff8ct - undoubtmlly including natural metrrbolitss - 
and I fear that eowmm8 about food additivar, will be diserrrditcrd if we 
take aa arbitrary po8ition rathrrr than one that casks to crxrairie and to 
balance benefits 8x&d ri8k8. &s far a8 1 am couconmd, thir 18 still a 
hypothetic&l problem and I have no quarrsl opith my of the regulatory 
action8 on food additives that the PM ha8 undertaken to dat8. It is 
also t?ue that Mr. Hutt bslirvee that the Delaney Amendment is rel8tively 
unimportmt but it8 eaci8tenca cm tb 8tatute book8 i8 undoubtedly a 
significant ragiader to an agency that ha8 no always bmbn 80 rmpon8lve to 
these mada. I agree, that at 18-t aa far a8 I am aware, that a8 quoted 
in your letter rio inatancaa of extraordinary jwtlfication have yet beau 
prerentad or docuacmted, although it 18 hard to mdaretand how tobacco can 
be exempt@d from regulatory control 8xcept under 8uCh a doctrine. 

I ma not 8ure wbethar the Delaney karndasnt doea or dotm not apply 
to natural products. The vary first entry in the food chmnicrle codes, 
and a typic8l umber of the Milled GRAS group, ir acacia, or gua arabic. 
Tbre are of course bundrtis of other vmgetabls prodxsctr of thir kind that 
could be regarded either a8 food8 or a8 food additives, and I awpsct 
would be embracrd by the Delaney Ammdmem if they pr88onted a clear 
h8rard under it8 term. If you ham other legal advice to the contrary, I 
would be interr8ted to 8e8 it. 



&8. Betty iba Stevick -2- 2/20/74 

Orm 8pmzifia axaaple of a food rtuff vhioh txmtafn8 a highly 
au8pect cowtltuent la hops8 raddiah. I do not meen to 8uggoat that 
homa raddish or xmtard neca8aarily pre8emt ai@ficant h88ard8 to 
human health ia tlm qauktitiea ordinarily conatmed. The critical 
cowtitwut, ally1 iaothioeyanrrte, ha8 been reportad to be CarCinageniC 
vhan applied to the aki.n,but I brow of no 8tUdi88 upan whichone could 
raly fpm it8 safety or toxicity s&en fad to 8ny ax&a& I would be 
ntrpriwd if this cmpuuud wara not carciuogenic, albeit it probably a 
rather low lavel, If fed, mad uen thia to be pur8ued I awpect that 
PM w&J lmve a dilamu with regard to allowingl the mle of qnthetic 
mamtmd oil. This would than raise an InterwtSag queetioa with re8pect 
to a&wing wtural eourcw~a of the 8m material to continua to be marketed. 

Aflatoxiu preaeata a very afmihr que8tim and I vould be intere8ted 
i&de& in ubther the legaldoctrinehaabeen teatedthtpeanuts uaedas 
iUp~t8 to food prOW88iag appliwti~~ might bs obliged to carry a sero 
tohmmc8 for the pnsenca of mow peanut8, a condition that would be 
impo8aib&e to verify in prmtiC0 if the terr i8 taken literally. PerhapS 
indead a lqpl tachbal distinction will be atmtaimd a8 between a rew 
a@.mltural product, and specific elm&al coswituent8 obtained therefrom; 
thi8 would hardly 8mm to be a very rational way to prke policy diatiactions. 
ISkwaver, 1 aay thi8 from 8 very diffrreut voat8ge point than the one that 
io attributed to mm by fmp~icatiou of war&t&&g to overturn the Delaney 
Amen&ant. Certainly it ahouldnotbediaturbaduntilwa hava Uillmore 
affective PraRdl of techuical aantrol to t&e It8 plac8 and theu are not 
sow ip 8ight. 

Wat of my dimzu88ion at the Form was conwrnad with druga rathar than 
Vith food additives. m-r, 1 WKlOm 8Qp#r of 8iy Other VtitiPg8 on th8 
mubject. ff you will read them in ehrasaolo&zal order, I think you will 
h8va a fair idea of my pnaent day viewpoint. 

Sincerely youro, 

Jo8hUa lANkberg 
Profa88or of Gmatic8 


